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seen a little bit of tonight, and to fiscal
responsibility.”

And Majority Leader STENY HOYER
said: “‘It is imperative to the future of
our Nation, and I agree with him, that
we come together, Democrats and Re-
publicans, and restore fiscal responsi-
bility.”

There are some hard facts that both
sides have to deal with. Those hard
facts include: As we stand here debat-
ing this bill, it will increase spending
by 6.7 percent over last year, this par-
ticular bill. That is nearly three times
the rate of inflation. It might be less
than Republicans grew the spending in
some occasions; but nonetheless, if we
keep growing spending at three times
the rate of inflation, we will double the
size of this government in a short 10
years.

I would simply suggest that neither
Republicans nor Democrats can defend
putting that kind of a tax burden on
our economy and on our taxpayers and
sustain it. And I would suggest that
the respected leaders of the Democrats’
party, Mr. CLYBURN, Ms. PELOSI, Mr.
HOYER, acknowledged that when they
said it is time to restore fiscal respon-
sibility.

This kind of an explosion in Federal
spending is simply not sustainable.
Now, I have listened to my colleagues
on the other side say, well, you guys
spend in this area or that area. Now
you want to cut here. You come in and
say, we spent in an inappropriate way
on, call it corporate subsidies, call it
tax giveaways, whatever it is. So be it.
That is fair criticism, too.

But the question I think that pre-
sents itself to all of us, Republican and
Democrats alike, is: When do we reduce
spending?

If you don’t want to reduce spending
on this bill by 1 percent or on the next
amendment by one-half percent, then
where are we going to cut spending?
Because at the end of the day, this
economy, I do not believe, will sustain,
whether it is driven by Republicans or
Democrats, a continued growth of
three times the rate of inflation.

The average American gets by with-
out anywhere near that kind of an in-
crease in their spending. The average
American’s budget doesn’t double in
that short a period of time. It doesn’t
go up by 6.7 percent per year. And it
seems to me, whether it is on your
watch on this bill, on your watch on a
different bill, or on our watch someday
down the line, we have got to rein in
government spending, or we will crip-
ple this economy. And if you want to
change the priorities and spend in dif-
ferent places, that is your right. You
are the majority. But somebody,
whether it is you or whether it is us,
has got to reduce the level of spending,
because it simply isn’t sustainable.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman,
may I inquire as to the amount of time
remaining?

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Georgia has 3 minutes;
the gentleman from Ohio has 18 min-
utes.
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Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I thank the
chairman.

I think this has been a healthy pres-
entation from this side. The muted re-
sponse from the other side is under-
standable.

When you have instituted in your
budget the largest tax increase in the
history of the Nation, when you con-
tinue to increase the spending at a rate
that is greater than inflation, greater
than the increase in population for our
Nation, then the response, I suspect,
ought to be muted.

My good friend from Ohio has said he
will close, and I look forward to that
response. I am reminded, prior to him
standing up, though, that a wise indi-
vidual once said: When you don’t have
the facts on your side, then you ought
to raise your voice, and you ought to
raise it very loud. And so I ask my col-
leagues to pay attention to what is
about to come.

I do want to recognize what my good
friend from Texas said, though, and
that was talk about Alice in Wonder-
land. I have dubbed it Orwellian de-
mocracy that we are involved in here.
My friend from Massachusetts talks
about the railing against the Repub-
licans who spent too much and in-
creased the debt. And so what is the re-
sponse to that? It is to increase it even
further, spend more money. They use
the grand line of we are interested in
investing in the American family.
Well, Mr. Chairman, the American
families all across this Nation know
that when the majority party, when
the Democrats talk about investing,
what they mean is to hold on to your
wallet because that means that taxes
are coming; and the budget indeed in-
cludes the largest tax increase in the
history of the Nation.

This bill, this bill in and of itself, a
$3.2 billion increase, 6.7 percent over
last year. Why is it that we can’t just
decrease that by 1 percent? By 1 per-
cent. Is that too much to ask?

Mr. Chairman, I would urge you, if
you have any questions about what
kinds of money we are talking about, it
is H.R. 3074, you can go on line. You
can find this bill on line, and you can
go to any line item. And I would sug-
gest, Mr. Chairman, when you do that,
that if you take any specific line item
and you say to yourself, is it possible
that they might be able to get by with
1 percent less, 1 penny out of a dollar,
$1 out of every $100? Again, that is
what American families all across this
Nation do. When they find themselves
in a little bit of financial difficulty,
when they find that their wallet is a
little pinched, what they do is they
look at their expenditures and they
say, we are going to have to cut back.
And that is exactly what we, the Amer-
ican family, want to do is to cut back.

That is what this is. This is a sincere
and a commonsense attempt to try to
begin fiscal responsibility here in the
House of Representatives. I urge my
colleagues to support this amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.
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Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I thank the gen-
tleman for his fine arguments, and all
of the gentlemen and ladies who have
made their presentation here tonight.
And I would also like to thank the Ap-
propriations Committee for the Trans-
portation and HUD bill. This was
passed out of committee in a bipartisan
way unanimously with Democrats and
Republicans. So, again, we come to the
floor to have a discussion with a very
small group of fringe Members from
the other side, Mr. Chairman, so that
we can continue to get fiscal responsi-
bility lectures from the Republican
Party.

Now, getting lectures on fiscal re-
sponsibility from the Republican Party
is like getting lectures on animal wel-
fare from Michael Vick. It really
doesn’t have any credibility. It really
doesn’t have any credibility.

So we need to look at what the two
different approaches here. And I am
not going to be long because we have a
lot of votes tonight, and we want to get
the Members out of here as soon as pos-
sible.

There is a difference in philosophy,
and the bottom line is this: There are
certain things that individual members
of our society cannot do. One of them
is build a road. Another is build a
bridge. And others that we have al-
ready had discussions about are going
to college and being able to afford col-
lege and making sure some families
have loans to go to college. And that is
what we are here for. That is what we
are here for. We are here to do the
things that individual citizens cannot
do for themselves, and that is what is
included in this bill.

We have had talks about trillion-dol-
lar train wrecks coming up, and I ap-
preciate the gentleman from Arizona
stating the fact that, yes, the party in
power over the past 6 years, $3 trillion
was borrowed primarily from China,
Japan, and OPEC countries.
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And our friends on the other side had
to go to the Treasury Department and
ask for the debt limit to be raised so
that they could go out and borrow
more money. So the lectures have all
been given and we’ve heard them, and
we’ll probably hear them again later
this week and we’ll probably hear them
again next week.

One of the Members mentioned enti-
tlement spending. It was the Repub-
lican Party, Mr. Chairman, who passed
the largest increase in entitlement
spending with the Medicare part D.
And you want to talk about fiscal irre-
sponsibility; they passed it without
even giving the Secretary of Health
and Human Services the ability to ne-
gotiate down the drug prices. That is
the platinum standard for fiscal irre-
sponsibility.

So we move forward. What would this
cut do? What would this 1 percent cut?

And as the gentleman from New York
stated earlier a few of the programs, I
think it’s important that the Members



